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Dear Maureen , 


who ^SeSTwJS svs £ X'-SSt Co°SSs af S r a reporter 

stories about the throats on ilixon SwJ. » i? WW !“£i l ! 1 f pap J elieved the 
found that what I told him before he went there £U w They did no story because he 

rsn, if 9 fo h n of the aiieeQtiona ** to it or^nsrisLts 

I did not know what Barry considers relevant to The Watergate so l LS 

him what I'd been told. Because you were neither in, I discussed it with Claiborne 

Who was on this story for the Post after I spoke to ChapST ^ibome, 

that JJE?f n ° W Ud t t0 Vh& i 1 ijaLtU3 ^ suggested the possibility if not the probabilitv 
.action,. a. parallels arc too «« „„ d too i 

farout for ua. I have epeofflo kho.lodg, of other c»™ uhere the ,„S? y is Sblo. 
than he Sf**” 5 01iibonle " 1 4111 a 4 ™ >“* a basis for ay bota« .ore auspicious 

huvo r rs s:rL*s 

% SxSf 9 a w ° f th ° “- 1 «» ««»• 

■™ ; *22 Iff “ ?l%XtT££i 

8 f f r f Th K 1 <l ° " ake °» protebf be ttouS S'neS 

lawyer, about whom I know nothing. If you (plural) know ahpthing about hiS and aSv 
possible, even remote connections, I'd like to know. Bittman'a firm, fo^tol^had 
represented CIA. Inoidently, the Post story on Bittman leaving Sfcase dlS re^t 
what I jmderstand, that Co* asked it and because of a poasISe conflict S teesf 

«X£^ S£ iot ’ pd 13i0 10 ka " r on the ch ™ At 
-ulsTtrs ^^ 8 Cr“ ,,to *“ 18 «*« *>* « >» 


Sincerely, 


